Fundamentally Sound/ Fighting Criminals/ Lawyers N.R.A/Un by North Dakota Law Review Associate Editors
North Dakota Law Review 
Volume 9 Number 11 Article 4 
1933 
Fundamentally Sound/ Fighting Criminals/ Lawyers N.R.A/Un 
North Dakota Law Review Associate Editors 
Follow this and additional works at: https://commons.und.edu/ndlr 
Recommended Citation 
North Dakota Law Review Associate Editors (1933) "Fundamentally Sound/ Fighting Criminals/ Lawyers 
N.R.A/Un," North Dakota Law Review: Vol. 9 : No. 11 , Article 4. 
Available at: https://commons.und.edu/ndlr/vol9/iss11/4 
This Note is brought to you for free and open access by the School of Law at UND Scholarly Commons. It has been 
accepted for inclusion in North Dakota Law Review by an authorized editor of UND Scholarly Commons. For more 
information, please contact und.commons@library.und.edu. 
BAR BRIEFS
Held: Chapter 64, 1933 Laws, violates Sections 175 and 177 and
Article 24 of the Amendments to the Constitution. The fund provided
by Section 6 of Chapter 77, Laws of 1921, is raised by a tax, and
appropriated to pay hail losses. Any other use of this fund is a violation
of the Constitution.
FUNDAMENTALLY SOUND
Under this heading the Editor gave editorial expression on the
results of the 1930 election (July, 1930, issue), and he now repeats a
part of that expression for the possible effect it eventually may have
upon outsiders.
"The recent North Dakota election is such a complete refutation
of the 'wild-jackass' and 'backward states' theory of some of our eastern
erudites that it is not out of place to direct attention to the facts ...
It ought to be evident to any analytically-minded observer, whatever
his own opinion may be concerning the correctness of the final decision
in each particular case, that the voters of North Dakota were fully
awake to their responsibilities, that they gave consideration to every
problem, exercised a truly independent judgment, and, therefore, ex-
pressed that judgment in the interests of the welfare of the state. A
citizenship so awake, and so suggestive of proper enlightenment, may
be classed, appropriately and without apologies, as an intelligent citizen-
ship; and the state possessing such a citizenship, may, certainly, hope
for and expect a safe, sound, progressive future."
FIGHTING CRIMINALS
The Editor can not convince himself that the objection against a
more co-operative effort between the states and the nation (federal-
ization of police, if necessary) in the war upon crime and criminals is
well founded. With the advent of high-powered automobiles and
distance-erasing airplanes, local efforts at crime eradication, notwith-
standing their zealous sincerity, have been about as ineffective as efforts
could possibly be. Jurisdictional lines are crossed in "a jiffy" these
days, and even where local efforts are successful to the extent of driving
criminals out of a particular community the business of those criminals
never knows depression nor unemployment. Just as local city and
county officials first failed in their efforts, the officials handicapped
by state lines are now finding it impossible to meet the criminal's
challenge. If the old prejudice against centralization of power is to
stand in the way of effective efforts to meet the outlaws' challenge, we,
as lawyers, need no longer pride ourselves on the ability to adjust
ourselves to changing conditions.
LAWYERS AND N. R. A.
According to various law publications that come to the Editor's
desk, including the American Bar Association Journal, doubt and un-
certainty exists among lawyers concerning the necessity and propriety
of their participation in President Roosevelt's unemployment agreement.
The Act, of course, covers only trade and industry, and it may be
impossible for the legal profession, or the medical profession, to submit
a Code. This much could be done, however: The lawyers could co.-
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operate, wholeheartedly, in carrying out the purposes of the Act, by
disclosing their personal willingness to participate as consumers, and by
refraining, professionally, from aiding, abetting or counselling the
discovery or application of escapement policies. The duty of the lawyer,
in this emergency, is to practice and preach good faith in every
particular.
UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE
In response to several inquiries recently made the items of expen-
diture which have been incurred and paid in the preliminary work of
the committees on Unauthorized Practice are here given:
Association
S. E. Ellsworth, expense ................................................. $ 12.76
Bismarck Tribune, printed matter .................................. 2.15
S. E. Ellsworth, expense ............................................... 12.51
S. E. Ellsworth, service and expense .............................. 79.15
A. L. Knauf, service and expense .................................. 100.44
Charles G. Bangert, expense ............................................ 16.05
$223.06
Bar Board
S. E. Ellsworth, 1 day Bismarck, 4 days Fargo, and
expense ...................................................................... $158.83
S. E. Ellsworth, 1 day Washburn, and expense ............ 31.43
Hazel Pierce, checking records register of deeds, Fargo 20.00
S. E. Ellsworth, 4 days Minot, and expense .................. 121.75
$332.01
The report of the committee will appear in the annual proceedings
number of Bar Briefs in December.
DISCIPLINARY
One G., a lawyer, represented a defendant charged with driving an
automobile while intoxicated, a felony. During the course of the
employment, the defendant admitted his guilt to G., and admitted that
he was intoxicated at the time of the accident. Thereafter, and without
the defendant's knowledge or consent, G. instituted an action for
damages against the defendant on behalf of a plaintiff injured in the
accident out of which the criminal case arose. Upon the trial of the
civil case, objection was made to the appearance of G. as counsel for
the plaintiff, and, under direction of the Court, G. withdrew. Later G.
was suspended from practice for the period of three months, the Court
stating: "G. displayed a complete lack of appreciation of the ordinary
and accepted canons of professional ethics."-G. vs. State, 23 Pac. (2)
291.
WE QUOTE AGAIN
"If in the opinion of the People, the distribution or modification
of the constitutional powers be in any particular wrong, let it be corrected
by an amendment in the way which the Constitution designates. . . But
let there be no change by usurpation for though this, in one instance,
may be the instrument of good, it is the customary weapon by which
free governments are destroyed."-George Washington.
